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'I 

All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 

- 


A Very Real New World Order 

By Chuck Baldwin 

It is understandable that so 
many Americans would be ignorant of 
the emerging New World Order. After 
all, the mainstream media refuses to 
report it. Even "conservative" 
commentators and talk show hosts such 
as Rush Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, 
Michael Savage, or Joe Scarborough 
refuse to discuss it. And when listeners 
call in, these "conservatives" usually 
resort to insulting the caller as being 
some kind of "conspiracy kook." 

The list of notable personalities 
who have openly referenced or called 
for some kind of global government or 
New World Order is extremely lengthy. 
Are these people also "conspiracy 
kooks"? Why would the elite constantly 
refer to something that doesn't exist? 

President George Herbert 
Walker Bush said, "We have before us 
the opportunity to forge for ourselves 
and for future generations a new world 
order. . . We have a real chance at this 
new world order, an order in which a 
credible United Nations can use its 
peacekeeping role to fulfill the promise 
and vision of the U.N.'s founders." 

What was President G.H.W. 
Bush talking about, if there is no such 
thing as an emerging New World Order? 

England's Prime Minister Tony 
Blair said, "We are all internationalists 
now, whether we like it or not." He 
continued, "We are witnessing the 
beginnings of a new doctrine of 
international community." 

Is Tony Blair a "conspiracy 

kook"? 

Likewise, President George W. 
Bush penned his signature to the 
Declaration of Quebec back on April 22, 
2001, in which he gave a "commitment 
to hemispheric integration and national 
and collective responsibility for 


improving the economic well-being and 
security of our people." By "our people" 
Bush meant the people of the Western 
Hemisphere, not the people of the 
United States. 

Remember, too, that in 2005 
G.W. Bush committed the U.S. to the 
Security and Prosperity Partnership, 
which is nothing more than a precursor 
to the North American Community or 
Union, as outlined in CFR member 
Robert Pastor's manual, "Toward a 
North American Community." 

Consider the statements of 
former CBS "newsman" Walter Cronkite. 
In his book, A Reporter's Life, Cronkite 
said, "A system of world order- 
preferably a system of world 
government-is mandatory. The proud 
nations someday will see the light and, 
for the common good and their own 
survival, yield up their precious 
sovereignty." 

Can there be any doubt that 
Cronkite is talking about global 
government? Absolutely not! 

Former UN Secretary-General 
Boutros Boutros-Ghali said, "The time 
for absolute and exclusive sovereignty 
has passed." 

In fact the United Nations has 
been in the forefront of promoting the 
New World Order agenda since its very 
inception. In 1995 the UN released a 
manual entitled, "Our Global 
Neighborhood." It states, "Population, 
consumption, technology, development, 
and the environment are linked in 
complex relationships that bear closely 
on human welfare in the global 
neighborhood. Their effective and 
equitable management calls for a 
systematic, long-term, global approach 
guided by the principle of sustainable 
development, which has been the 
central lesson from the mounting 
ecological dangers of recent times. Its 


universal application is a priority among 
the tasks of global governance." 

If there is no emerging New 
World Order, what is "global 
governance" all about? 

In 1991 the founder of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, David 
Rockefeller, praised the media for their 
complicity in helping to facilitate the 
globalist agenda by saying, "We are 
grateful to the Washington Post, The 
New York Times, Time Magazine and 
other great publications whose directors 
have attended our meetings and 
respected their promises of discretion 
for almost forty years. ... It would have 
been impossible for us to develop our 
plan for the world if we had been 
subjected to the lights of publicity during 
those years. But, the world is now more 
sophisticated and prepared to march 
towards a world government. The 
supranational sovereignty of an 
intellectual elite and world bankers is 
surely preferable to the national auto¬ 
determination practiced in past 
centuries." 

Could Rockefeller be any 
plainer? To this day the major media, 
including the aforementioned 
"conservative" talking heads, has not 
deviated from that collaboration. 

Still not convinced? When 
asked what he thought the most 
important thing was that Barack Obama 
could accomplish, former Secretary of 
State Henry Kissinger said, "I think his 
task will be develop an overall strategy 
for America in this period when, really, a 
New World Order can be created. It's a 
great opportunity; it isn't just a crisis." 

This is the same Henry 
Kissinger who said in 1991, "Today, 
America would be outraged if UN troops 
entered Los Angeles to restore order. 
Tomorrow, they will be grateful. This is 
especially true if they were told that 











growth of a supranational Islamist 
network, bonded by hatred of America, 
anti-semitism, and a desire to enforce 
sharia and restore the caliphate. The 
network plots globally and kills locally. It 
is not an old-fashioned hierarchy, nor 
even a cellular structure governed by an 
army council on the model of the Irish 
Republican Army. But [British foreign 
secretary] Mr. Miliband, who claims that 
the terrorist threat is disaggregated and 
heterogeneous, is wrong to say co¬ 
operation between these groups is 
"opportunistic". Their collaboration is 
driven by a shared conviction whose 
power we ignore at our peril. 

The nudge and the wink in all 
of this is that Tony Blair was led astray 
by overwrought moral certainty and 
George W. Bush by plain stupidity. Last 
week, in her Senate confirmation 
hearings as Secretary of State, Hillary 
Clinton boasted of the new 
administration's plan to deploy "smart 
power" on the global stage. "With smart 
power," she continued, "diplomacy will 
be the vanguard of foreign policy." That 
may sound clever, but it is really the 
most appalling platitude: "diplomacy" 
and liberal multi-lateralism didn't do 
much to stop the growth of Islamism 
during her husband's presidency, did 
they? 

At such moments, I am 
reminded of the famous doggerel about 
Curzon [1 st Marquess of Kedleston, 
Viceroy of India, British foreign secretary 
(1919-24)]: "My name is George 
Nathaniel Curzon,/1 am a most superior 
person./ My cheeks are pink, my hair is 
sleek,/1 dine at Blenheim twice a week.” 

Well, let us see how the 
modern-day Curzons, with brains the 
size of a planet, get on now that the Big 
Bad Bush is gone and they are at the 
helm once more in the Age of Obama. It 
is possible to be clever, and to be 
wrong. In this war - yes, war - Islamists 
have found a common theme and a 
shared strategy. We haven't. And that, 
whoever sits in Oval Office, is the 
problem. 

— Matthew d'Ancona, editor, The 
Spectator ( UK), 17 January 2009 

Warrantless eavesdropping 
legal, says court 

A U.S. Foreign Intelligence 
court released a ruling Thursday 
upholding the right of the president and 
Congress to wiretap private international 
phone conversations and intercept e- 
mail messages without a court-issued 
warrant. 

The Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Appeals Court released an 
unclassified version of an August 2008 


ruling that seems to validate President 
George W. Bush's claim that the 
government can act without court orders 
in gathering foreign intelligence. 

As the court released the once- 
secret opinion, Attorney General- 
designate Eric Holder was clear in 
telling the Senate Judiciary Committee 
that he believes the president has power 
(like the power to eavesdrop) within 
Article II of the Constitution that the 
Congress may not take away.—CBS 
News, January 15, 2009 

The lessons of history? 

One of America's spy agencies 
faked key intelligence used to justify its 
intervention in the Vietnam War, it was 
disclosed yesterday. 

But the revelation was kept 
secret by the National Security Agency, 
partly because of fears that it would 
boost criticism of the intelligence 
services over the war in Iraq. 

According to material 
uncovered by the NSA's own historian, 
Robert Hanyok, middle-ranking officers 
altered material relating to the Gulf of 
Tonkin incident. 

Two US destroyers, Maddox 
and Turner Joy, were attacked by North 
Vietnamese craft in the gulf on Aug 2 
1964. 

Two days later, amid bad 
weather and considerable confusion in 
the US chain of command, Maddox 
reported that she had been fired on a 
second time. 

Although its commander soon 
cast doubt on the reports, signals 
intelligence reported that the North 
Vietnamese admitted "we sacrificed two 
ships". 

In revenge President Lyndon 
Johnson ordered air raids against North 
Vietnamese naval facilities and 
Congress authorised "all necessary 
steps including the use of armed force" 
to defend South Vietnam. 

But Mr Hanyok found that 
timings on key intelligence intercepts 
had been changed and the "two ships" 
probably referred to the loss of two 
sailors in the first attack. 

He blamed middle-ranking staff 
who realised the NSA's mistakes almost 
immediately but covered them up, not 
for political reasons, but to hide the 
original mistakes. 

At the time, senior 
administration officials cited the faked 
paperwork in testimony before 
Congress. 

It has even been suggested 
that President Johnson was so keen to 
deploy troops that he fabricated the 
whole episode. More than 58,000 


Americans and a million Vietnamese 
died in the ensuing conflict. 
-Telegraph.co.uk, January 11, 2005 

UN the final authority on 
guns? 

By Chris Lawrence 
The Supreme Court may not 
be the final authority on gun ownership, 
says Dave Kopel, one of the attorneys 
who argued the Heller case before the 
Supreme Court. Kopel warns the new 
battleground for American gun owners 
will be the United Nations. Anti-gun 
forces are a patient lot and every 
setback to them is seen as an 
opportunity to try harder. It's believed 
the group will move its fight to the 
United Nations where it could arouse a 
world-wide push to impact U.S. gun 
owners. The UN impact on our country 
is only as effective as the leaders allow 
it to be. Many of those who bankrolled 
Obama's campaign for office, like 
George Soros, are huge believers in UN 
authority. 

Politically Corrected 

Glossary of Terms 

Certain words hurt you when 
you talk about your rights and liberties. 
People who would deny your rights have 
done a good job of manipulating the 
language so far. 

Without even realizing it, you're 
probably using terms that actually help 
the people who want to disarm you. 

To preserve, protect and 
defend your rights in the critical debate 
on where power should reside in 
America, you need effective word 
choices. Try out some of these the next 
time you deal with this subject. 

You lose if you say/lt's better to say 
pro gun/say pro rights 
gun control/say crime control 
anti-gun movement/say anti 
self-defense movement 

semi-automatic handgun/say 

sidearm 

concealed carry/say right to 

carry 

assault or lethal weapon/say 
home defense 

Saturday night specials/say 
racist gun laws 

junk guns/say affordable guns 
high capacity magazines/say 
full capacity magazines 

Second Amendment/say Bill of 

Rights 

gun lobby/say civil rights 
organization 

common sense legislation/say 
dangerous utopian idea 

reasonable gun control/say 
victim disarmament 




gun control laws/say 
infringement laws 

anti-gun/say anti-gun bigot, 
anti-gun prejudice, anti rights 

-Alan Korwin, author Gun 
Laws of America 

Will Pres. George W. Bush be 
held accountable? 

By Elizabeth Holtzman 
Some of the abuses of power 
in which President Bush and the top 
members of his team engaged may well 
constitute crimes. 

Violation of FISA is a felony, 
and we know, through his own 
admissions, that Bush failed on at least 
forty occasions to obtain court approval 
for the wiretaps, despite the clear 
requirement of the statute that he do so. 
He even authorized wiretapping when 
the Justice Department refused to sign 
off on its legality. 

Violation of the Anti-Torture Act 
is also a felony. This statute bars any 
U.S. citizen from committing or 
attempting to commit torture abroad. 
Those who conspire with or aid and abet 
the torturers are penalized. The statute 
carries the death penalty when death 
results from the torture, and thus in 
those cases there is no statute of 
limitations on prosecution. 

The War Crimes Act of 1996 
would be a more effective tool for 
prosecuting detainee mistreatment than 
the Anti-Torture Act. The president and 
other top officials were concerned about 
prosecution under that act, which makes 
cruel and inhuman treatment of 
detainees a federal crime. Like the anti¬ 
torture statute, it carries the death 
penalty when death results from the 
mistreatment, which means there is no 
statute of limitations. "Harsh" 
interrogation techniques 

waterboarding, stress positions, 
threatening dogs, exposure to 
temperature extremes - are all clearly 
cruel and inhuman. They can't get 
around the War Crimes Act with 
definitional tricks. 

Following White House counsel 
Alberto Gonzales's advice in 2002 about 
how to "reduce the likelihood of 
prosecution" under the War Crimes Act, 
President Bush opted out of the Geneva 
Conventions for members of Al Qaeda. 
But the Supreme Court ruled in 2006 
that the Geneva Conventions applied to 
Al Qaeda detainees. Realizing that 
something had to be done to prevent 
criminal liability the administration 
quietly inserted a provision into the 
Military Commissions Act that made the 
War Crimes Act retroactively 


inoperative-meaning that past violations 
could not be prosecuted. 

Retroactively nullifying the War 
Crimes Act was one of the Bush 
administration's most cynical acts with 
respect to the rule of law. In essence, it 
issued a blanket pardon to anyone who 
had violated the War Crimes Act, 
including the president and vice 
president. This maneuver may be the 
worst embodiment of the doctrine of 
impunity for high-level government 
officials in our history. It cannot be 
allowed to stand. 

Sooner or later, America will 
confront the abuses of the Bush 
presidency head-on. The only question 
is whether we will wait for years-as Chile 
did with respect to bringing Gen. 
Augusto Pinochet to justice-or do it now, 
sending a clear signal that our country is 
back on track and firmly embraces the 
rule of law. 

Elizabeth Holtzman , a former 
U.S. Representative from New York , is 
the co-author of "The Impeachment of 
George W. Bush" 

— The Nation, January 15, 2009 

* * * 

The mainstream American 
news media is just as responsible for 
what has happened in Iraq as the Bush 
administration; they are as responsible 
for the lies they repeated as the ones 
who first told them, and are as guilty for 
what happened in Iraq as the Bush 
administration officials they enabled and 
covered for. 

Bush must be held responsible, 
along with all his minions and 
Congressional enablers, for the 
bloodbath of criminal wrongdoing that 
took place and continues in Iraq. But the 
media must be held accountable, as 
well. They'd like us to forget what they 
did. Don't let them let us forget. We all 
have skin in this particular game. 

- William Rivers Pitt, “Rewriting the 
First Draft of History”, January 15, 2009 

No He Can’t 

By Anne Wortham 
Fellow Americans, 

Please know: I am black; I 
grew up in the segregated South. I did 
not vote for Barack Obama; I wrote in 
Ron Paul's name as my choice for 
president. Most importantly, I am not 
race conscious. I do not require a black 
president to love the ideal of America. 

I cannot join you in your 
celebration. I feel no elation. There is no 
smile on my face. For such emotions 
and behavior to come from me, I would 
have to deny all that I know about the 
requirements of human flourishing and 
survival - all that I know about the 


history of the United States of America, 
all that I know about American race 
relations, and all that I know about 
Barack Obama as a politician. I would 
have to deny the nature of the "change" 
that Obama asserts has come to 
America. Most importantly, I would have 
to abnegate my certain understanding 
that you have chosen to sprint down the 
road to serfdom that we have been on 
for over a century. I would have to 
pretend that individual liberty has no 
value for the success of a human life. I 
would have to evade your rejection of 
the slender reed of capitalism on which 
your success and mine depend. I would 
have to think it somehow rational that 94 
percent of the 12 million blacks in this 
country voted for a man because he 
looks like them (that blacks are 
permitted to play the race card), and 
that they were joined by self-declared 
"progressive" whites who voted for him 
because he doesn't look like them. I 
would have to be wipe my mind clean of 
all that I know about the kind of people 
who have advised and taught Barack 
Obama and will fill posts in his 
administration - political intellectuals like 
my former colleagues at the Harvard 
University's Kennedy School of 
Government. 

I would have to believe that 
"fairness" is the equivalent of justice. I 
would have to believe that man who 
asks me to "go forward in a new spirit of 
service, in a new service of sacrifice" is 
speaking in my interest. I would have to 
accept the premise of a man that 
economic prosperity comes from the 
"bottom up," and who arrogantly 
believes that he can will it into existence 
by the use of government force. I would 
have to admire a man who thinks the 
standard of living of the masses can be 
improved by destroying the most 
productive and the generators of wealth. 

Finally, Americans, I would 
have to erase from my consciousness 
the scene of 125,000 screaming, crying, 
cheering people in Grant Park, Chicago 
irrationally chanting "Yes We Can!" 
Finally, I would have to wipe all memory 
of all the times I have heard politicians, 
pundits, journalists, editorialists, 
bloggers and intellectuals declare that 
capitalism is dead - and no one, 
including especially Alan Greenspan, 
objected to their assumption that the 
particular version of the anti-capitalistic 
mentality that they want to replace with 
their own version of anti-capitalism is 
anything remotely equivalent to 
capitalism. 

So you have made history, 
Americans. You and your children have 
elected a black man to the office of the 
president of the United States, the 




wounded giant of the world. The battle 
between John Wayne and Jane Fonda 
is over - and Fonda won. Eugene 
McCarthy and George McGovern must 
be very happy men. Jimmie Carter, too. 
And the Kennedys have at last gotten 
their Kennedy look-a-like. The self- 
righteous welfare statists in the suburbs 
can feel warm moments of satisfaction 
for having elected a black person. So, 
toast yourselves: 60s countercultural 
radicals, 80s yuppies and 90s bourgeois 
bohemians. Toast yourselves, Black 
America. Shout your glee Harvard, 
Princeton, Yale, Duke, Stanford, and 
Berkeley. You have elected not an 
individual who is qualified to be 
president, but a black man who, like the 
pragmatist Franklin Roosevelt, promises 
to - Do Something! You now have 
someone who has picked up the baton 
of Lyndon Johnson's Great Society. But 
you have also foolishly traded your 
freedom and mine - what little there is 
left - for the chance to feel good. There 
is nothing in me that can share your 
happy obliviousness. 

“Vipers and thieves” 

"Gentlemen, I have had men 
watching you for a long time, and I am 
convinced that you have used the funds 
of the bank to speculate in the 
breadstuffs of the country. When you 
won, you divided the profits amongst 
you, and when you lost, you charged it 
to the bank. You tell me that if I take the 
deposits from the bank and annul its 
charter, I shall ruin ten thousand 
families. That may be true, gentlemen, 
but that is your sin! Should I let you go 
on, you will ruin fifty thousand families, 
and that would be my sin! You are a den 
of vipers and thieves. I intend to rout 
you out, and by the eternal God, I will 
rout you out." - President Andrew 
Jackson, in discussing the Bank 
Renewal bill with a delegation of 

bankers in 1832 

* * * 

The idea that you can fix a 
period of excess borrowing and excess 
consumption by more borrowing and 
more consumption to me is just 
ludicrous. — Jim Roger, global investor, 
at the Asian Financial Forum in Hong 
Kong, as reported in Business 
Intelligence Middle East, www.bi- 
me.com , Jan. 20, 2009 


Army, Marines seek lighter 
body armor 

Carrying heavy combat loads is 
taking a serious toll on troops deployed 
to Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Rising muscle and bone 
injuries has prompted the Army and 
Marine Corps to request lighter 
equipment. 

Fielding a new, lighter vest and 
helmet is a top priority, Marine Corps 
Commandant Gen. James Conway said 
recently. 

The injuries - linked to the 
stress of bearing heavy loads during 
repeated 12- or 15-month combat tours 

- have increased the number of soldiers 
categorized as "non-deployable." The 
number of total non-deployables is 
about 20,000, according to Gen. Peter 
W. Chiarelli, Army vice chief of staff. 

The requested lighter body 
armor would protect vital organs and 
weigh less than 20 pounds. Current 
body armor, including pieces to shield 
sides, shoulders, arms, the groin and 
other areas, plus a helmet, weigh about 
35 pounds. 

Soldiers and Marines routinely 
carry more than half their body weight 
into combat. 

Individual Marine combat loads 

- including protective gear, weapons, 
ammunition, water, food and 
communications gear - range from 97 to 
135 pounds, well over the 
recommended 50 pounds, a 2007 Navy 
study found. 

In Afghanistan, soldiers 
routinely carry loads of 130 to 150 
pounds for three-day missions, said Jim 
Stone, acting director of soldier 
requirements at the Army Infantry 
Center at Fort Benning, Ga. In Iraq, 
where patrols are more likely to use 
vehicles, loads range from 60 to nearly 
100 pounds, he said. 

Carroll W. Mclnroe, a former 
VA primary-care case manager in 
Washington state, said he has seen 
such injuries in hundreds of veterans 
from today's wars. 

Some units are adopting more 
strenuous exercise routines to prepare 
soldiers for the strain. 

At Fort Drum, N.Y., the 10th 
Mountain Division’s training program of 
aggressive pull-ups and other drills in 
full body armor for troops bound for 
Afghanistan has helped reduce injuries 
by 45 percent. 

Also, the Army is now 
deploying a physical therapist with most 
active-duty combat brigades. 

— Washington Post, Feb. 1,2009 


The armed campus? 

Allowing students, faculty and 
staff to bring firearms to college and 
university campuses has been a debate 
since the massacre at Virginia Tech in 
2007. 

A new Website, 

www.armedcampus.com , promotes 
changing laws that prohibit people from 
carrying weapons to school, saying the 
lack of an armed citizenry makes 
students and staff sitting ducks for 
deranged killers. 

"By disarming a college 
campus, the institution is announcing to 
the world that their campus is the 
perfect place to kill and injure people for 
several minutes until the police show 
up," said Tony Massey, who launched 
armedcampus.com in October. "The 
threat of swift and deadly resistance 
could alone be enough to stop an attack 
from taking place without a shot being 
fired." 

Another group, Students for 
Concealed Carry, advocates similar 
changes in state gun laws, or university 
policy changes to allow for weapons on 
campus. 

Jail for knife possession? 

Six people a week are stabbed 
to death on the streets of Broken Britain. 

Latest figures show a shocking 
332 fatalities in a year -- the worst toll 
since records began. 

Fifty-five of the fatal stabbings 
were in Scotland, with a horrifying 277 in 
England and Wales. 

The England and Wales figures 
show knife killings at their highest since 
1977. 

There are also 60 non-fatal 
knife crimes daily, with 22,000 recorded 
in the year. 

[Conservative Party] Shadow 
Home Affairs minister James 
Brokenshire urged automatic jail for 
knife possession. He said: "It may be 
harsh, but it is necessary. 

"Lives are being lost and others 
ruined by Labour's failure to deal with 
knife crime." 

— thesun.co.uk, Dec. 29, 2008 

“It’ll Never Happen Here” 

By Kirby Ferris 

Gun owners now face what 
appears to be the seeming inevitability 
of nationwide gun registration and 
ammunition registration. Many longtime 
pro-gun advocates, even in their most 
fitful dreams, had not foreseen the 
immensely somber showdown we are 
confronting. 

One writer (Bob Unruh in World 
Net Daily) appropriately used the phrase 






“perfect storm” to describe what 
American gun owners face at this 
moment in history. All the elemental 
societal and political forces seem to 
have conjoined to form an immense “low 
pressure” zone of impending anti-gun 
legislation. The goal: Confiscation. 

Is “confiscation” too harsh a 
word? Ladies and gentlemen, every 
government on Earth that has 
orchestrated a genocide first registered, 
and then confiscated, personal firearms. 
(See: JPFO Genocide Chart on line) 

Eric Holder, Obama’s pick for 
Attorney General, and pending 
legislation, give that officeholder 
complete personal discretion to ban 
firearms that were originally designed 
for military or law enforcement use. That 
means pump shotguns (used in WWI), 
Grampa’s old Garand that he gave you 
(used in WWII), and any semi auto rifle 
or pistol that has military or police 
background use. Oh yeah, toss in your 
.308 deer rifle. It’s a “sniper rifle”. 
Desired goal: Confiscation. 

Additionally Obama is going to 
probably get two chances at new 
Supreme Court justices. And, because 
the National Rifle Assn, long ago 
retreated into a reactive stance when it 
actually had the power to utterly defeat 
prior legislation, our so-called gun rights 
advocates will once again fall prey to 
typical “dialectic” maneuverings by the 
victim disarmament crowd. An insane 
bill is presented (thesis), reaching far 
beyond what our opponents actually 
want (at the moment), the NRA screams 
and takes a flaccid stand (antithesis) ... 
and then compromises, and we get 
saddled with another sellout of our rights 
(synthesis). 

What can be done? Petition the 
politicians who already ignore you? 
Petition the NRA Board of Directors, 
when it is blatantly obvious that the NRA 
was infiltrated by Bill of Rights saboteurs 
decades ago? No, all your letters and 
faxes and emails and phone calls won’t 
work with the two-faced connivers who 
are running things, both in D.C. and 
deep within the NRA. Forget the traitors 
and their dupes. Don’t waste your 
breath. 

It’s time to take it to the streets. 


No, I’m not talking about open shooting 
... yet. I’m talking about educating your 
friends and neighbors. If every ardent 
gun owner can bring just one other 
person over to our somber 
understanding of freedom and private 
firearms, this battle ... no, this war ... 
will be won. You need a “secret 
weapon” that will quietly penetrate the 
awareness of your friends and 
neighbors. JPFO’s DVD “2A [Second 
Amendment] Today for the U.S.A.” is 
just that “secret weapon”. This 
documentary film is quietly persuasive. 
What it presents is inarguable. (2A 
Today for the U.S.A is free online from 
www.ipfo.org . 

There’s a storm a cornin’. Tell 
your neighbors. Yes, the “perfect storm” 
of “gun control” approaches. Batten 
down the hatches. 

-Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 
Ownership, www.jfpo.org 

Homemade bandoleers 

There has been some 
discussion on various rifleman websites 
concerning the dearth of mil-surplus 
bandoleers, specifically those for 5- 
round 7.62 NATO stripper clips. I have a 
few of the Aussie bandoleers for this 
application and they are indeed nice. 
But I wanted something to hold 10- 
round 7.62x39 stripper clips. 

I started out with a mess of 
Home Depot two-pocket nail pouches. 
They're heavy cotton and have two 
narrow tie straps at each end. I ripped- 
out the middle (double) stitching -- which 
took no small amount of time -- and 
turned each one inside-out to hide the 
violently orange HD logo. Then I had 
three vertical stitches run, making four 
pockets. 

Not wanting white bandoleers, I 
picked up some fabric dye in "earth 
tone" colors. In a stainless steel kitchen 
sink I submersed the pouches in the 
(very hot!) water-and-dye mix and let 
them marinate for about a 1/2-hour, 
stirring occasionally. I then rinsed the 
batch several times and ran them thru 
the washer-n-dryer to remove what dye 
was remaining and to shrink them to 
their final size. 

Each of the four pouch pockets 


will easily hold three 10-round 7.62x39 
stripper clips, for a total of 120 rounds. 

I can get six charged stripper 
clips into each pocket. They seem to be 
retained well enough, but only a "march 
thru the boonies" would tell. I can say 
that due to the depth of the pocket, the 
bottom three clips are kinda' tricky to 
retrieve. I'd hate to be fussing with it 
while dodging incoming fire. If you want 
to apply these bandoleers specifically to 
7.62 NATO stripper clips, simply cut 
each pouch in half horizontally and 
restitch the bottom. 

Just to see what else we can 
stick in these pockets I tried some 30- 
round magazines. 

As far as I'm concerned, the 
AK mags are a "no-go". Too top heavy 
and they'd likely rattle. The AR mags 
would work in a pinch. They're not held 
very securely, though the pouches 
would probably work well with 20- 
round'ers. The pockets will not hold 
M14, FAL, or HK-91 mags, though I 
suspect sewing the pouches for three 
pockets would do that nicely. Obviously, 
there's plenty of room in each pocket for 
Ml Garand en blocs, though they don't 
occupy the space optimally. 

You can also sew attachment 
points (D-rings, for example) and a 
shoulder strap. 

So, there's a weekend DIY 
project for ya'. Not a lot of moving parts 
and it can be done while catching your 
favorite "athletic entertainment 
programming" on the talkin' picture box. 
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* * * 

Laws that forbid the carrying of 
arms...disarm only those who are 
neither inclined nor determined to 
commit crimes... Such laws make things 
worse for the assaulted and better for 
the assailants; they serve rather to 
encourage than to prevent homicides, 
for an unarmed man may be attacked 
with greater confidence than an armed 
man. — Thomas Jefferson, quoting 
Cesare Beccaria 
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